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known as Vijayapura. The fact thatVijayapura is a Sanskrit term unequivocally suggests that it was Indianisedcenturies before the emergence of Majapahit. Its name, moreover, strongly suggests that it might have been part of the thassalocracy of Srivijaya, of which it was a contemporary. 12 Although the locations and identifications of early states in northwest Borneo are contentious, and probably beyond definitive conclusions, 13 Edward Banks quoted J. L. Moensto suggestthat Vijayapurawas located in the Rajang River delta. 14 Vijayapura was contemporaneous with another state recorded in the Chinese sources, P'o-li, which some scholars have located on Borneo's northwest coast, 15 and about which more detail is known. P'o-li is recorded as sending embassies to China in 518, 523, 616 and 630 CE. An Indianised state, P'o-li was Buddhist and its dynasty's name was Kaundinya, as was, famously, that of Funan. 16 One of the Chinese sources records of P'o-li, "In this country they have a kind of fire-pearls, of which some are as large as a hen's egg; they are round and white, and shed a lustre to a distance of several feet; if you let the sun shine through them on tinder it takes fire immediately". 17 The next advanced state on Borneo's northwest coast was Po-ni, which emerged in the Chinese written sources during the late 10 th century, 18 arguing that the two names are philologically the same, 19 Po-nican be considered to be the later name for P'o-li.
Jan Wisseman Christie was confident that Po-ni was centred on Santubong, at the mouth of the Sarawak River. Po-ni was recorded as exporting camphor, beeswax, laka wood, civet and tortoiseshell. 20 From these exports, we can deduce that the rulers of Po-ni enjoyed extensive trading or tributary relations with up-river tribal groups skilled in the collection of forest products. Its export of tortoiseshell, similarly,
suggests that the Po-ni elite had similarly strong relations with Orang Laut, Bajau or similar groups of sea nomads, skilled in exploiting the resources of the maritime littoral. 21 Suggesting that Po-ni was a predecessor state to, rather than an earlier name for, Brunei, Christie argued that, while centred on Santubong, "it apparently drew on feeder ports strung out along much of the north coast". Fourteen of these ports were identified in the Chinese sources. 22 Po-ni was also the site of a significant iron smelting industry. Whereas
Harrisson and O'Connor argued that it was a large-scale, export focused industry, 23 Christie has demonstratedconvincingly that they mistook the sources of iron as large amounts to slag by-product. Rather than a large scale export industry, Christie proposed that the Santubong was the site of a smaller, local industry, producing iron to trade with interior groups of forest-product collectors. 24 The population of Santubong peaked in the late 12 th and 13 th centuries, after which decline set in. 
Brunei Rule
The next written mention of Sarawak, after the Negara-Kertagama, is a Spanish report dating from 1530, which confirmsthat, whatever it previous relationship with Sambas, Sarawak was ruled as part of Brunei. It describes "Cerava" (Sarawak) as one of the four chief ports of Borneo (Brunei), inhabited by "many and rich merchants" whose trade consisted of diamonds, camphor, aloes-wood, provisions and wine. 58 Bob Reece suggested that the Sultan of Brunei gave Sarawak to a Portuguese captain, "penguilanMaraxa de Raxa" in 1578, in reward for 'de Raxa's' support against the Spanish. "Helping to restore Sultan SaifulRijal to the throne, it seems likely that de Raxa was rewarded with a wife and the opportunity to carve out his own little kingdom on the northwest coast." 59 As I have already observed elsewhere, 60 64 In the same year, the Queen of Sukadana murdered her husband and abrogated his power to herself. 65 Although it is unclear whether the Queen's regicide was related to the great revolt, it is worth observing Sambas entertained long-standing ambitions in Sukadana, Although Baring-Gould and Bampfyldewere not prepared to attribute sovereignty over the Sarawak Malays (or the negristo their northwest) to Sambas, they confirmed that, although, these settlements must have early succumbed to the rising power of Bruni….it is also evident that after that power had commenced to wane, its hold over Sarawak gradually weakened until it became merely nominal. In 1609, the year they established themselves at Sambas, the Dutch found that these districts had fallen away from Bruni… 68
Conceding that there might "have been, and probably were, spasmodic assertions of authority on the part of Bruni", Baring-Gould and Bampfyldecontended, also,"it seems fairly evident that the Sarawak Malays managed to maintain an independence more or less complete for many years". 69
This last assertion, that the Sarawak Malays "managed to maintain an independence more or less complete for many years", is made so evidently in support 
Brunei resurgent
Although the course of Brunei's struggle to regain control of the territories between TanjongDatu and the Melanau areas has not been recorded,it appears that it was still in the process of doing so during the reign of Sultan Muaddin. According to the Selsilah Raja-Raja Brunei, Sultan Muaddin, whose reign Nicholl dated to 1648-1670, 82 "went to Kalekkato put in order all his provinces". 83 The Selsilah further records,
The son of His Majesty who was at Sambas at the time when Sultan Muaddin went to Kalekka was summoned to meet him there by His Majesty, who brought him back with him to Bruni. In Bruni he was invested as Sultan Anum … After a time he was sent back to Sambas to govern it. 84 Given that Rajah Suleiman had succeeded to the rulership of Sambas in 1631, and to the rulership of Sarawak in 1641, this entry seems to refer to one of his sons.
The important point to note, however, is that the prince from Sambas was summoned to Kalakka precisely at the time that the Sultan of Brunei was attempting "to put in order all of his provinces". 85 These episodes in the BruneiSelsilah appear, therefore, Sadong. The position of Shahbandar is listed, but without any particular territorial designation. The dayangdayang and anakMentri are also listed as liable for tribute. 95 It is interesting that, although Sarawak is mentioned as owing tribute, no
Datusor Mentrisare listed in association with it.The document that Parnell described had either been copied from or was later interpolated into MSA of the Selsilah RajaRaja Berunaipublished by Sweeney. 96 In contrast to Parnell's version, Sweeney'sdoes make mention of a 'MenteriSerawak'. 97 That Sarawak was governed by a Mentri(minister) raises the question of whether the Brunei ruler entertained doubts about the extent to which the abang-abang of the Sarawak River could be relied upon to resist the rival claims of the more proximate Sambas court, with whom they had for so long been associated.
It seems likely that the document described by Parnell had been copied from Kamaluddin and the DatuPerdanaMenteri. 98 That the DatuIman had to source his information from two Sultans, again, suggests that the Brunei was reinstituting a system of tribute rather than recording an existing system.
Back and Forth …
Graham Irwin cited Dutch sources to argue that, in the early nineteenth century, Brunei governed Sarawak through two Brunei pengirans who controlled the export of jungle produce on behalf of the Brunei elite. 99 Although I have previously accepted Irwin's position, 100 In 1811, Burns reported to Rafflesthat the ship, Commerce, had been destroyed near Santubong by "Pangeran Samewda of Sarawak, a relative of the sultan of Sambas". 102 Raffles, himself, later wrote to Lord Minto, complaining about the pirates of "Serawa", who, he noted, had operated in conjunction with those of Sambas to disable the ship. 103 As Larsen observed, that the British retaliated for the destruction of the Commerceby bombarding Sambas, rather than by attacking Sarawak,demonstrates strongly that they considered 'Pengiran Samewda' to be a dependent of, and responsible to, the Sultan of Sambas. 104 After their bombardment of Sambas, the British commander sent a letter to a 'Raja of Sarawak' , presumably the same 'Pengiran Samewda',admonishing him for his piracy. 105 The fact that, several years later, in 1819, the Sultanof Sambas was reported as being on the Sambas/Sarawak border, also suggests that he had interests in Sarawak. 106 Around 1823, commercial deposits of antimony were discovered in Sarawak. 107 The valuable potential of the antimony deposits seems to have galvinised the Brunei Gapur's residence. Both sites were upriver from present day Kuching.
It is not clear from the sources how two Patinggis came to be appointed. It is possible that they both were appointed either by the Sultan of Brunei or by the Sultan of Sambas, or that both Sultan had each appointed a contender. In the first scenario, possibly, unhappy with the performace of the first appointee, the Sultan (whichever it was) appointed the second in the hope his being more compliant with the Ruler's wishes. In the second scenario, each Sultan appointed his own patinggi to project his power into the area.
Spenser St. John wrote that the Sarawak rebels received arms and ammunition from the Sambas Court, 116 and it is likely that the Sultan of Sambas provided the rebels with the three six-pounder cannon that they were later reported to have. 117 
